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US-97-4M 
UNIVERSITY SENATE 


MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 2 MAY 1997 


Dr. J.W. O'Brien (Speaker); Dr. F. Lowy; Dr. J. Lightstone; Prof. M. 
Danis; Me B. Gaudet; Mr. C. Emond; Mr. L. English; Prof. C. Bayne; Dr. 
C. Bédard; Ms. C. Blacquiére; Dr. D. Boisvert; Dr. D. Bonin; Prof. B. 
Byers; Prof. M. Corwin; Mr. R. Duranceau; Prof. C. Gigueére; Prof. B. 
Gilsdorf; Prof. R. Hale; Dean C. Jackson; Mr. D. Janssen; Prof. J. 
Kalman; Dean M. Kusy; Prof. C. Lam; Prof. L. Larin; Dr. S. McEvenue; 
Prof. Plotek; Prof. H. Poorooshasb; Ms. L. Prendergast; Prof. L. Roth; 
Prof. A. Satir; Ms. V. Serruya; Prof. D. Sheps; Prof. H. Shulman; Prof. 
M. Singer; Mr. 1. Sullivan; Dean D. Taddeo; Dr. J. Tomberlin; Ms. K. 
Tsolakos; Dean G. Valaskakis; Ms. A. Wasajja; Mr. J. Woodrow 


Dean. M. Anvari; Prof. J. Chaikelson; Mr. D. Gagnon; Ms. T. Geha; Ms. 
Judith Grad; Prof. A. Jalilvand; Mr. J. Nearing; Mr. T. Rossi 


Prof. Gene Gibbons; Prof. Lynn Hughes; Dr. Barbara MacKay; Mr. Dino 
Malatesta; Mr. Berardino Nizzola, Prof. Leland Peterson; Prof. Stephen 
Snow 


Call to Order 


Dr. O'Brien called the meeting to order at 2:10 p.m. 


Approval of Agenda 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that Agenda Item XVI should refer to the Document 
numbered "US-96-7-D/4" not "D15" 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BAYNE, SECONDED BY MR. 
DURANCEAU, THAT THE AGENDA BE APPROVED AS MODIFIED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BYERS, SECONDED BY MR. 
DURANCEAU, THAT THE SENATE MINUTES OF 7 FEBRUARY 
1997 BE APPROVED. 


Election of faculty members to the Advisory Search Committee for a 


Director of University Libraries 


Ballots bearing the names of three nominees were distributed to the eligible 
voters, the faculty members of Senate, who were instructed to select two of 
the three. Later in the meeting, the results having been tallied, a motion to 
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elect two faculty members to the Advisory Search Committee for a Director 
of University Libraries was moved by the Provost. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
GIGUERE, THAT PROF. FRANK CHALK AND PROF. BERNICE 
GOLDSMITH BE RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
TO REPRESENT THE FACULTY MEMBERS OF SENATE ON THE 
ADVISORY SEARCH COMMITTEE FOR A DIRECTOR OF 
UNIVERSITY LIBRARIES. 


THE MOTION CARRIED. 


Remarks from the Rector 


Dr. Lowy reported that on 1 May 1997 new information regarding 
Concordia's operating grant showed that instead of cutting $20 million over 
a two-year period, the government would impose a cut totalling $24 million 
to be distributed evenly over the next three years. 


Senator Kathy Tsolakos had been appointed to represent Québec students 
on a new commission created by the provincial government. Ms. Tsolakos 
explained that the Commission comprised a small number of individuals 
linked to the university community but not belonging to it, for example, 
persons who had worked in the system. The mandate is to study the future 
of the Québec university system. Ms. Tsolakos said she will participate in 
the Commission's work during the summer and, as a recent graduate of 
Concordia, would convey the Commission's conclusions to Dr. Lowy in 
the fall. 


The Rector congratulated Dr. Habashi and the Engineering and Computer 
Science Faculty on their recent award of a major NSERC grant. Dr. Lowy 
declared that Concordia should also celebrate the success of Stinger Hockey 
star and Concordia student Cammi Granato, who is the subject of a feature 
article in the inaugural issue of Sports Illustrated Women/Sport. Mr. Emond 
said Ms. Granato also appears in Saturday Night. Congratulations were 
extended to Ms. Granato and to hockey coach Les Lawton. 


Question Period 


Prof. Gilsdorf asked about the right of faculty to alter previously concluded 
agreements with regard to retirement incentives, and whether criteria had 
been identified therefor. Prof. Danis replied that several requests had been 
received, of which two would possibly be granted. He said exceptions, if 
there are any, will be kept to an absolute minimum, and be contingent upon 
receipt of a recommendation from the Dean and subject to approval by every 
relevant body including CUFA and the Pension and Benefits Committees of 
the Board of Governors. 


Prof. Hale asked whether the recommendations of the Commission des 
universités sur les programmes (CUP) would be presented to Senate before 
they are implemented. Dr. Lightstone said that while CUP may have some 
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moral suasion, it did not, in his view, possess the judicial authority to 
dictate programme changes. Any recommendations arising from CUP 
would be presented to Faculty Councils and Senate in the usual manner. 


Items for Information: 


Report from Council of the School of Graduate Studies 


Dean of Graduate Studies and Research Martin Kusy reported that at its last 
meeting the Senate Research Committee adopted a resolution affirming the 
importance of maintaining the CASA fund which, he understood, the 
University had decided to do. 


Dr. Kusy told Senate that FCAR had, the previous day, announced the 
continuation of funding for both the CBS and CSBN research centres. 
Funding for the CSBN, Psychology Department, was renewed for a 
three-year period at a substantially increased level ($220,000 annually). In 
competition for operating grants Concordia had done very well. In the 
FCAR "nouveaux chercheurs" category, Concordia came first among 
Québec universities, and NSERC results were 50% compared with a 
national average of 40%. Concordia fared less well in the competition for 
SSHRC grants, with 20% compared to the national average of 30%. Dean 
Kusy said efforts would be made to improve the success rate by changing 
the way SSHRC applications are processed. 


Dean Kusy also reported that the MA in Translation had been approved by 
CREPUQ and was being considered by the Ministry. It was hoped the 
programme would be approved before year-end. 


Report from the Academic Services Committee (ASC) 


Mr. Emond, Vice-Rector, Services and Chair of the ASC, reported that the 
ASC had approved the Report of the Task Force on Tuition Fee Refunds. 
He said the University would discontinue its generous refund practice, and 
identified three Task Force recommendations which would affect Senate: (i) 
that Senate review the mandate of the Student Request Committees; (ii) that 
the DNE annotation not be used to authorize retroactive fee refunds; and (iii) 
that SRCs keep better records of their decision-making criteria and 
processes. 


Mr. Emond told Senators that the University had negotiated the end of its 
contract with the external cleaning agency whose performance, everyone 
agreed, had been entirely unsatisfactory. He said an agreement was being 
concluded with the next-lowest bidder, which would increase annual 
cleaning costs by about $300,000. 
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OPEN SESSION 


Proposed motions by Dr. Bill Gilsdorf concerning term extensions for 
searched administrators 


The Open Session was resumed. Dr. O'Brien invited Prof. Gilsdorf to 
speak to the proposed motions which had been distributed to Senators. 
Prof. Gilsdorf opened by thanking Dr. Lowy and the Steering Committee, 
the Secretary-General Bérengére Gaudet and Acting Secretary of Senate 
Amely Jurgenliemk for their assistance in developing the motions outlined 
in Document US-97-4-DS. 


Prof. Gilsdorf said that the rules and procedures for searches at Concordia 
are silent on the question of term extensions for searched appointments, 
although he had learned of a previous instance when a senior appointment 
was extended. While acknowledging the authority of the Board to appoint 
senior administrators, and similarly to make decisions about possible term 
extensions, Prof. Gilsdorf said he thought it was important for Senate to be 
involved in the process. He recounted that Senate had in recent years 
expanded the scope of its involvement in University administration and gave 
the example of the budget planning process. As he would be retiring from 
Senate and from Concordia at the end of current academic year, Prof. 
Gilsdorf said it was his hope that Senate would continue in the same spirit 
to implicate itself yet more broadly in University affairs. He requested a 
secret ballot for the first of the three motions. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GILSDORF, SECONDED BY DR. LOWY, 
THAT WHEREAS IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT THE UNIVERSITY 
SENATE, THE HIGHEST ACADEMIC BODY OF THE UNIVERSITY, 
BE AN INTEGRAL PART OF A PROCESS THAT WOULD EXTEND 
THE MANDATED TERM OF THE PROVOST AND VICE-RECTOR, 
RESEARCH, THE CHIEF ACADEMIC OFFICER OF THE 
UNIVERSITY; 


BE IT RESOLVED 


THAT SENATE INDICATE TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS ITS 
APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF THE RECTOR'S PROPOSAL TO 
EXTEND BY ONE YEAR (TO 31 MAY 1999) THE THREE-YEAR 
MANDATE OF DR. JACK LIGHTSTONE. 


Prof. Sheps objected strenuously to the motion. He said that to undertake to 
change the normal process during the tenure of an individual who had not 
been involved in any wrongdoing would be, implicitly, to judge that 
person. Prof. Sheps argued that because the Rector's Notice of Motion to 
extend Dr. Lightstone's term did not violate procedure, and because Dr. 
Lightstone had done nothing to precipitate this action by Senate, the motion 
should be rescinded. He said if Senate found the procedure improper, it 
should set about trying to change it for the future. 


Dr. Lowy agreed that the motion contained two parts: that Senate should 
take a position vis a vis the proposed term extension; and that that position 
should be communicated to the Board of Governors. The Rector supported 
Prof. Gilsdorf's view about Senate involvement, and believed it would be 
helpful for the Board were Senate to express an opinion on the proposed 
extension of Dr. Lightstone's term. He said it was his personal belief that to 
extend the term by one year would be in the University's interest. 


Prof. Singer said it was inappropriate to modify a process in such a way 
that it could be applied retroactively to a colleague whose appointment had 
been recommended by a duly-constituted search committee. To vote on 
Motion #1 would create a "popularity contest" in which he would not vote. 
Prof. Byers responded that he was also sensitive to the unfortunate personal 
implications of the motion, but felt Senate should express itself on the 
question of the Provost's extension nevertheless. Many years had been 
invested in trying to increase Senate's involvement and, thereby, to improve 
the calibre of decision-making at the University. The position of Provost 
and Vice-Rector, Research, is alone in representing the academic sector in 
the Rector's Cabinet and the proposed extension very important to Senate, 
Prof. Byers said. Although he also wished the question had come to 
Senators differently, he said the situation was not of Senate's making and 
Senate should not shirk its responsibility. 


Dr. Giguere told Senate his own term as Vice-Rector, Services, had once 
been extended by the Board. He said he would not support Motion #1 for 
the reasons already given by Professors Sheps and Singer. Dr. O'Brien 
later told Senate that, as Rector, he was given a one-year extension by the 
Board. In neither case was Senate consulted. Prof. Singer offered an 
example from 1985, when the terms of each of the three divisional Deans 
and of the Provost (Arts & Science) were extended by one month. 


Prof. Shulman disagreed with the view that there are no rules governing 
extensions, saying that the existing rules were being disregarded. He added 
that the wording of the motion was ambiguous and any recommendation to 
the Board would have to be more precise. Prof. Hale observed that adoption 
of Motion #1 would merely empower Senate to convey to the Board 
approval or disapproval of Dr. Lowy's recommendation; not to do so would 
be an abdication of the role of Senate. An additional motion would be 
required to establish Senate's position. It was, she said, only timing that 
made Motion #1 personal. 


The mover, Prof. Gilsdorf, added that notwithstanding the unintended 
personal implication of the motion, Senate should recognize that special 
cases often drive principles. Were Senate to defeat Motion #1, the Rector 
would use his own judgement in presenting his motion to the Board. 


Dr. O'Brien called for a show of hands to determine if Motion #1 should be 
settled by secret ballot. As only two Senators favoured that method, the 
Speaker re-read the motion and asked Senators to vote using a show of 
hands. 
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THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS DEFEATED (9 in favour; 15 
opposed). 


The Speaker introduced Prof. Gilsdorf's second motion. Of eleven 
Canadian universities mentioned to him by the Secretary-General, Prof. 
Gilsdorf said nine involve Senate in the search process. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GILSDORF, SECONDED BY MR. 
JANSSEN, THAT 


WHEREAS THE RULES AND PROCEDURES FOR ADVISORY 
SEARCH COMMITTEES ADOPTED ON 16 MARCH 1994 BY THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS IS SILENT WITH RESPECT TO THE 
EXTENSION OF MANDATED TERMS OF SEARCHED APPOINTEES, 
AND IT IS DESIRABLE THAT A PROCESS BE INSTALLED TO 
GUIDE THE BOARD IN THE GRANT OF EXTENSIONS IN THE 
ABSENCE OF AN ADVISORY SEARCH COMMITTEE; AND 
WHEREAS, UPON ADOPTION OF THE RULES IN 1994, THE BOARD 
OF GOVERNORS STATED THE INTENTION TO UNDERTAKE A 
THOROUGH REVIEW OF THE RULES FOLLOWING COMPLETION 
OF A SERIES OF SEARCHES; AND THE OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY-GENERAL HAS BEEN GIVEN A MANDATE BY THE 
RECTOR'S CABINET TO SUBMIT A PRELIMINARY REVIEW OF 
THE RULES AND RECOMMEND A PROCESS WHEREBY 
EFFECTIVE CONSULTATION OF THE UNIVERSITY COMMUNITY 
ON THE SUBJECT OF THE RULES COULD BE ACHIEVED; 


BE IT RESOLVED THAT SENATE EXPRESS ITS CONCERN ABOUT 
THE ABSENCE, IN THE PRESENT RULES, OF A FORMALLY 
ESTABLISHED OR AGREED-UPON PROCESS OR SET OF CRITERIA 
TO GUIDE THE BOARD IN THE EXTENSION OF THE MANDATED 
TERMS OF SEARCHED APPOINTEES; AND 


THAT SENATE ASSERT THE IMPORTANCE OF ITS ACTIVE 
PARTICIPATION IN THE EXAMINATION AND REVISION OF THE 
PRESENT RULES, INCLUDING THE QUESTION OF TERM 
EXTENSION, IN A MANNER WHICH REFLECTS ITS ROLE AS THE 
UNIVERSITY'S MOST SENIOR ACADEMIC BODY. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
The Speaker introduced Prof. Gilsdorf's third motion. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GILSDORF, SECONDED BY MR. 
JANSSEN, 


THAT, AS THE MOST SENIOR ACADEMIC BODY OF THE 
UNIVERSITY, SENATE SHOULD HAVE AN EXPLICIT ROLE IN THE 
SEARCH AND SELECTION OF APPOINTED SENIOR 
ADMINISTRATORS, INCLUDING THE QUESTION OF TERM 
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EXTENSION, WHICH ROLE SHOULD BE EMBODIED IN THE 
RULES AND PROCEDURES GOVERNING THAT PROCESS. 


Prof. Sheps said it was difficult to discern what "explicit role" Senate might 
play, except in the nomination of search committee members. Election of 
committee members through a Senate nomination process would undermine 
the current, "grassroots" nomination procedures which normally involve the 
faculty-at-large. This could disenfranchise faculty, he said. Prof. Byers 
rejected Prof. Sheps' characterization of Senate. He said that to represent 
Senate in that way was destructive of collegiality and the idea of Senate as a 
senior academic body committed to the interests of the University as a 
whole. On the contrary, Prof. Byers said he believed the University is well 
served by a strong academic Senate. Prof. Satir agreed. 


Prof. Sheps repeated that nomination by Senate is fundamentally different 
from nomination by the faculty. Prof. Giguére said that to remove from 
faculty the acquired right to nominate representatives would likely be 
resisted. He suggested looking at Senate participation strictly with regard to 
proposed term extensions, when time to make a decision would normally be 
constrained. 


Prof. Gilsdorf said he did not accept the framework of the discussion which 
opposed "grassroots" to "centralized" processes; his motion was intended 
simply to promote more involvement of the academic sector. Prof. Sheps 
said that aim was satisfied by the motion just adopted. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS DEFEATED (8 in favour, 9 
opposed). 


Dr. OBrien asked the Rector to suggest how to proceed with regard to the 
intent of Motion #2. Dr. Lowy said the Office of the Secretary-General had 
been gathering information and would soon be able to formulate proposals 
with regard to process and content. The Rector said the Steering Committee 
might be asked to consider the nature of Senate involvement in the revision 
of the Rules. Dr. O'Brien referred the matter to the Senate Steering 
Committee, which would be asked to report at the Senate meeting of 30 
May 1997. 


Approval of proposed amendments to the document entitled "Research 
Centres at Concordia University: Policies and Procedures" 


THE MOTION WAS MOVED BY DEAN KUSY, SECONDED BY DEAN 
TADDEO, THAT SENATE DOCUMENT US-97-1-D6, "RESEARCH 
CENTRES AT CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY: POLICIES AND 
PROCEDURES 19, BE APPROVED WITH THE AMENDMENTS SET 
OUT IN DOCUMENTS US-97-4-D6 AND US-97-4-DI1 5. 


Dr. O'Brien reminded Senate that "Research Centres at Concordia 
University: Policies and Procedures" (US-97-1-D6) came to Senate in 
February 1997, and was then forwarded to the Faculty Councils for input. 
Three documents had been distributed at the present meeting which 
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proposed specific revisions; Dr. Kusy, Dean of the School of Graduate 
Studies and Research and Chair of the Senate Research Committee (SRC), 
addressed each of them. 


Document US-97-4-D6 came from the SRC; Dr. Kusy supported it. Dr. 
Kusy also endorsed the modifications outlined in Document US-97-4-D1 5, 
which were recommended by the Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science and concerned the Advisory Search Committees for the 
Appointment of Directors of Research Centres. Document US-97-4-D7, 
from the Fine Arts Faculty Council, recommended the addition of four 
members to the University Committee on Research Centres, as follows: "a 
senior researcher not attached to a recognized research centre from each of 
the four Faculties (appointed by the SRC)". Dr. Kusy said the proposal was 
discussed by the SRC and was opposed, because adding four individuals to 
the prescribed membership of six would make the Committee too large. 


Dr. O'Brien asked whether anyone from the Faculty of Fine Arts wished to 
speak on behalf of the latter recommendation. There being no further 
comment, he explained that the proposed motion would replace the original 
February 1997 motion to approve "Research Centres at Concordia 
University: Policies and Procedures" and called the question. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
Dean Kusy thanked Prof. Dolores Gold and Prof. Tien Bui for their 
dedication to the project. He told Senate that the Research Centres attract 


almost one half of all research funds received by the University. 


Proposed University-wide standards for Diploma programmes 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN KUSY, SECONDED BY DEAN 
VALASKAKIS, THAT THE COMMON STANDARDS AND 
PROCEDURES FOR GRADUATE DIPLOMA PROGRAMMES SET 
OUT IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-97-4-D9 BE APPROVED, AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE. 


THE MOTION CARRIED. 


Dean Kusy thanked Prof. Dennis Murphy who chaired the Task Force 
Common Standards and Procedures for Graduate Diploma Programmes. 
The establishment of common standards and procedures for Diploma 
programmes constituted the third and last step in the School's measures to 
standardize graduate studies at Concordia, following upon Senate's 
adoption of similar standards for Ph.D. and Masters' programmes. 


Approval of undergraduate and graduate curriculum changes from the 
Faculty of Fine Arts 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN JACKSON, SECONDED BY DEAN KUSY, 
THAT THE UNDERGRADUATE AND GRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES SET OUT IN SENATE DOCUMENTS US-97-4-D1 1 AND 


US97-4-D1 2, AND MORE FULLY IN FACULTY GRADUATE 
CURRICULUM REPORTS NO. 46 AND NO. 47, AND 
UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM REPORT NO. 48, BE 
APPROVED AS RECOMMENDED BY THE ACADEMIC 
PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE. 


At Dean Jackson's request, Dr. O'Brien granted speaking privileges to 
Associate Deans Lynn Hughes and Gene Gibbons. 


Prof. Lam asked for clarification about funding for the Masters programmes 
in Creative Arts Therapies, and specifically about Table V, the Resource 
Statement for Drama Therapy. Prof. Gibbons answered that funding was 
course-based, not research based, and the programme was funded to sixty 
credits. 


With regard to Table V, Prof. Gibbons explained that "revenues" entries 
were not only a function of FTE enrolments in that year, but based on a 
simulation of the passage of time, with the effect that "receivables" refers to 
the previous calendar year's average plus a marginal rate for the variation of 
clientele. Prof. Lam said he had reservations about the method of calculation 
because it overstates actual revenue. Prof. Gibbons said he would agree if 
the average rate was assumed to be constant, but he had tried to incorporate 
the anticipated roll-back of funding levels. 


Prof. Shulman noted that retired Professor Barbara Mackay was identified 
as part-time faculty for the new Drama Therapy option. Dr. MacKay 
answered that she was currently an Adjunct Professor, and had offered to 
continue her involvement with the programme. 


Prof. Shulman said it seemed inappropriate to be dealing with major 
funding issues at the end of academic year, before the global academic plan 
was complete. Provost and Vice-Rector, Research, Jack Lightstone 
responded that curriculum development would and must continue within the 
Faculties while deliberations about global academic priorities continued. The 
Faculty of Fine Arts had determined the new options are consistent with its 
priorities, and should proceed to develop offerings in important niches. 
Prof. Shulman said that the budgetary implications were not clear; was the 
expenditure to come from the Faculty budget in the way it was currently 
distributed? Dean Jackson referred Senators to the last page of the 
Document US-97-4-1312, where revenue projections were set out. He 
noted that the Faculty had also applied for start-up funding from the Québec 
Ministry of Education. Dr. Lightstone added that if provincial funding was 
not forthcoming, the Faculty had committed itself to re-allocating the 
required positions until sufficient FTEs are generated to support hiring. 
Vice-Rector, Services, Charles Emond observed that space and services 
costs have to be negotiated before budgets for new programmes are 
concluded. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
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Approval to establish a graduation prize to be awarded to the most 
outstanding student graduating in Interdisciplinary Studies, Faculty of Fine 
Arts 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN JACKSON, SECONDED BY MR. 
DURANCEAU, THAT THE RESOLUTION OF THE FINE ARTS 
FACULTY COUNCIL TO ESTABLISH A GRADUATION PRIZE IN 
INTERDISCIPLINARY STUDIES BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Approval of a recommendation from the Engineering and Computer Science 
Faculty Council regarding creation of a "School for Building" 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN TADDEO, SECONDED BY PROF. 
POOROOSHASB, THAT SENATE APPROVE AND RECOMMEND TO 
THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS, THE PLAN ADOPTED BY THE 
ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCIENCE FACULTY COUNCIL 
FOR THE RESTRUCTURING OF THE CENTRE FOR BUILDING 
STUDIES AND THE DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING, AND 
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A SCHOOL FOR BUILDING, AS 
EXPLAINED IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-97-4-DI 4. 


Dean Taddeo said Prof. Paul Fazio was given a mandate by the Provost in 
May 1996 to develop a plan to restructure the civil and building engineering 
departments. A four-person committee comprising the Provost, the Chairs 
of the Advisory Boards of the Civil Engineering Department and of the 
Centre for Building Studies, and the Dean, approved Dr. Fazio's 
recommendations in December 1996. On the recommendation of the 
Faculty's Executive Committee, Faculty Council endorsed the proposal 
unanimously. The ground-breaking proposal to create a School for Building 
would significantly enhance Concordia's profile in the field, Dean Taddeo 
said. He was greatly indebted to Dr. Fazio and the members of both 
departments. 


With approval from Senate and from the Board, the Faculty would 
rationalize the departments' resources and set about trying to house both 
under the same roof. 


Prof. Satir said it appeared the University did not make a clear distinction 
between a "school" and a "department". Dr. Lightstone agreed that although 
Concordia has several "Schools", the designation has different meanings. 
Prof. Sheps noted that a "school" is understood by many to be a greater 
entity than a "department". He said Concordia should establish clearly 
articulated rules. 


Dean Taddeo was asked whether prospective students might be misled into 
thinking the School for Building is an architectural school. He answered 
that was unlikely. The programme would be ' the only one of its type in 
Canada, and offer an interdisciplinary approach to building. Prof. 
Poorooshasb rejoined that designating the new programme a "School" 
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stressed its uniqueness, adding that the Faculty was very proud of the 
accomplishment. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Motion concerning former Concordia University researchers 


Dr. O'Brien said the motion concerning former Concordia University 
researchers was moved by Prof. McQueen in October 1996, and then twice 
postponed. Senate practice required that Senate motions be moved and 
seconded by persons who are members of Senate at the time the motion is 
voted upon. Prof. McQueen is currently replaced on Senate by Prof. 
Giguere. Dr. O'Brien asked whether another Senator wished to move the 
motion set out in Document US-96-7-DI4. There being no mover, the item 
was concluded. 


The Speaker announced the next meeting of Senate would be held on 
Friday, 30 May 1997. 


The meeting was adjourned at 4:10 p.m. on a motion by Prof. Shulman, 
seconded by Dean Kusy. 


Amely Jurgenliemk 
for John Noonan, Secretary of Senate 


